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Testimony opposing SB 337, February 17, 2009

An act prohibiting the Department of Fish, Wildlife, and Parks, from relocating
bison as a result of the state-federal bison quarantine feasibility study.

Mr. Chair and committee members, my name is Ilona Popper and I live in Gardiner, MT.
I oppose SB 337 because it flies in the face of science and it will let our ranchers down.

Is this bill proposed in order to prevent the spread of brucellosis? It will fail to work
because the number one vector for brucellosis is elk. T have closely questioned Dr.
Thomas Roffe, Veterinarian and Chief of Wildlife Health for the US Fish and Wildlife
Service. Dr. Roffe was an informational witness on HB 253 in these halls only few weeks
ago.

Dr. Roffe states that “Wild bison have not yet transmitted brucellosis to cattle and data
show bison are a low risk vector for transmission.” We easily keep bison away from
cattle. Bison live in the open, move slowly, and are few (3000 in the GYA). The state
has already succeeded in containing the low risk that bison poise for transmitting
brucellosis.

Dr. Roffe goes on, “The data, habitat use, and proof of infections all point to elk as the
number one problem for transmission of brucellosis. If you address the elk problem,
afterwards you might look at the risks posed by a small bison population. Elk are the
main transmitter because there are so many (120,000 in the GYA), they travel in all
terrains, they give birth away from their herds all over the landscape, mingle with cattle,
and pass on disease in feed lots.

Is this bill an answer to ranchers’ fears about brucellosis free status in our state? No,
because free ranging bison are not spreading brucellosis. Don’t mislead ranchers into
believing that SB 337 can help restore brucellosis-free status to our state because it can’t.
An even bigger fairytale is that bison from the quarantine will transmit brucellosis. These
bison have exceeded all testing standards required by APHIS. They’ve passed higher
tests than any in the world for cattle or domestic bison. The protocols were developed by
experts, approved by the US Animal Health Association, open to the livestock industry,
and are part of the bison EIP and the Interagency Bison Management plan. Montana FWP
and the Board of Livestock reviewed the protocols—twice.

Killing quarantined bison deprives tribes of their cultural right and perpetrates a lie: you
can kill the bison in quarantine, and kill bison that leave Yellowstone National Park, and
keep them from the tribes, and still you will fail to prevent the spread of brucellosis and
fail to restore our brucellosis-free status in Montana—because you’ve got the wrong
animal!




In proposing this bill, do you mean to prevent the spread of brucellosis or are you caving
into misinformed fears? Bill SB337 has no basis in science or fact and if you vote for it to
appease unfounded fears, it’s bad legislation. This bill will give ranchers a false sense of
security and will have no effect whatever on containing brucellosis. If you want to fix our
brucellosis problem, get the science right and target the right animal: elk. Please don’t
waste tax payers’ monies, don’t mislead our ranchers, and don’t waste our time: Vote
against SB 337.

Thank you.

Ilona Popper

PO Box 981
Gardiner, MT 59030
406-223-9632
impopper@aol.com
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